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RQ: Docket No. 98N-IQ38, Irradiation in the Production, Processing, and
Hand[ing of Food

To uhom it may concern:

I support the recommendation by the Center far 5cienc~ in the
Public Interest regarding labe[ing of irradiated foods:

“any foods, or any foods containing ingredients that haue been
treated by irradiation, should b~ (ab~l~d ui th a uritten statement
on the principal disp[ag pane[ indicating such tr=atment. The
statem~nt should bei easy to read and placed in close proximity to
the name of the food and accompanied by the international radura
symbol. If the food is unpackag~d, this information should be
clearly disp[ayed on a poster in plain uieu and adjacent to uh=re
the product is displayed for sate.=

Like other labels, irradiation labels are requirad by the FDfl to be
truthful and not misleading. I beliwm that the t~rms “tr~ated uith
radiation” or “tr~ated by irradiation” shou!d be retain~d. Ftny phras~
inuoluing the word “pasteurization” is misleading because pasteurization
is an entirely different process of rapid heating and coo[ing.

The requirement for irradiation disclosure (bath (abe[ and radura] should not
expir= at any *ime in the future. Even if some consum=rs become fami liar with
the radura, new consumers (e.g., young p~op[e, immigrants] wi [[ not know what
it m~ans. The symbol should continue to be clearly explained at the point of
purchase for @ueryone,

If th~re is no label, consumers wi 1[ be misl=d into beli~uing the food has
not been irradiated, Whi [e this is cl=arly advantageous for the food
processor, i t is not for the consumer, whose safety the F517 i s mandated to
prot~ct.

Please be aware that FDfi credibility as regards th~ safety of irradiated food
is quite low. Many people are awar~ that FDFI research is often in#[uenced by
the businesses the agency is supposed to regulat~. This is not an issue wh=re
the public wi[l “take your word for it”, We demand labeling that allows us to
make our own decisions, The fact that the FDFI considers irradiated foods ta be
safe does n~t alter the pub{ ic’ s right to know and choos~ for themselves. If
the FDfl is representing the consumer and not the industry, this is quit~
obvious, If the FDFI rules against consumer information, itwil~ beuerg
obuious whose interests the FDR truly represents, Think about what your
credibility is worth when you make this decision. It is on the line,

I urge you to ~xtend th~ comm~nt period past its current end date
of May 18 to ai[ow mor~ concerned citizens the tim~ to writ~ in about this
issue. FIISO, please p[ace the comments received on the Internet so that th~
pub[ic can be informed about who is participating in this commiant process, We
would especially like to know who funds the research of the experts.
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